SOUTHERN AREA COMMITTEE 24 FEBRUARY 2005
SCHEDULE OF ADDITIONAL CORRESPONDENCE

Planslist
Item No.

1. S/2004/2481 - DEVELOPMENT OF THREE RESIDENTIAL UNITS IN GROUNDS OF
THROGMORTON HALL ,PORTWAY, OLD SARUM SP4 6BN

Letter and plan from agent — Letter attached in full —-( Appendix 1)
Letter from Old Sarum Airfield — Attached in full — (Appendix 2)

2 Letters from Third Party — Letters Attached in full. Members should also note that one of the letters was
accompanied by an additional comment sheet, which urged members to consider the safety aspects of
the existing vehicular access onto the portway.- (Appendix 3, 4)

HDS NOTES

Members should note that the final suggestion made by the airfield regarding the lopping of the trees
would be difficult to attached as a condition to any planning permission as the restriction on the height of
trees (which are not development) would be difficult to enforce. Furthermore, whether or not members
approve the development of this land, the trees would remain. Therefore a restriction on the height of the
trees would also not be linked directly to the development of the site, making such a condition
unnecessary.

With regards the letters and comments from the Third Party’s, the Council’s EHO has reiterated that he
considers the survey undertaken for the Council regarding noise issues around the airfield was still robust
and to his knowledge there has been no significant increase in flying activities. Indeed, the EHO has
commented that in his opinion, the actual noise from the aircraft is perhaps quieter now than they were as
some of the noisier aircraft that were frequenting the airfield in the late 1990’s are no longer using the
airfield. He has again reiterated that the safety issues are not an issue on which he can comment.

The case officer has spoken directly to Lesley Maynard (the manager of old sarum airfield) with regards
the changes in aircraft usage of the airfield since the late 1990’s (when the original noise survey was
done). She has confirmed verbally that there has been a 3 to 5 percent maximum increase per annum in
aircraft use.

The EHO remains doubtful that there has been a significant increase in aircraft rates since the original
report was commissioned.

Taking into account the comments of the various third parties, the CAA, the airfield, the EHO, and the fact
that a previous 2002 application for 5 dwellings was not refused on either noise or safety grounds, it is
officers advice that a refusal based on the noise and safety impacts of this scheme for 3 dwellings would
be difficult to support on any subsequent appeal which may be lodged by the applicant.

2. S/2004/2730 DEMOLITION OF DWELLING AND REPLACEMENT WITH TWO DETACHED
DWELLINGS INCLUDING ALTERATIONS TO FORM NEW ACCESS AT NANT PERIS, LYNDHURST
ROAD, LANDFORD,SP5 2AF

1. Letter from objector, on grounds of two dwellings would increase flooding issues in Lyndhurst Road,
dwellings should be bungalows and not two storey, highway safety from increased traffic using site,
development of larger dwellings would not enhance qualities of the village.
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2. Letter from the Applicant raising the following points:

i) Comments regarding points raised by the Parish Council. These points are covered in the
officer’s report. Also included is a separate letter from the Environment Agency which identifies the site
as being outside the scope of the Agency’s advice. Issue of surface water has been dealt with by
condition.

ii) Applicant considers it inappropriate to apply Policy HA4.

iii) Objection to Condition requiring single storey dwellings on grounds of loss of light and
overlooking. These matters should be dealt with by condition. Common Road, Whiteparish given as an
example.

iv) Request Condition for Dwelling 1 to prevent insertion of windows in southern elevation, and for
Dwelling 2 to prevent insertion of windows on north elevation, except where they are direct glazed with
obscure glass.

v) Object to removal of rooflights under permitted development

Note from HDS

i) Policy HA4 is applicable to all proposals for replacement dwellings in the New Forest Heritage
Area.

i) The application raised new concerns from neighbours regarding potential overlooking and loss
of light, and the condition was considered appropriate for this reason, to ensure that development
complies with Policy G2. However, the applicant would still be in a position to apply for a removal of that
condition at the full planning stage, subject to acceptability of elevations in respect of light and
overlooking. It is not considered that ODPM’s guidelines on density apply to this site, as it is too small.

iii) The removal of rooflights was required by Condition in an effort to ensure undue overlooking of
neighbouring properties does not take place. This condition is common at outline stage for new
dwellings, where the LPA considers insertion of a rooflight in a bedroom or bathroom would enable
overlooking to take place. In the absence of full details of the proposal, positions of windows and layout
of rooms in relation to adjoining properties, this condition is considered entirely appropriate.

Following legal advice, a number of conditions contained within the officer report need to be changed
thus:

Condition 06 should end thus: “The development shall be constructed as agreed prior to the first
occupation of the dwellings, unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority”.

Condition 07 should read: “Following the first occupation of the dwellings, the access shall remain
ungated thereafter”

Condition 11 should end thus: “..approved scheme, prior to the first occupation of the dwellings,
unless otherwise agreed in writing by the Local Planning Authority”.

Appendicies (4)
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Dhear Sirs.,
D4/ 2481 - Proposals adjacent tn Throgmorton Hall, Satisbury

I refer o your leter doted 27 January and vur subsequent elephous
eoiversatirms regarding  varous  eoncerns  expressed by Commitles
Mlem bers,

O clionty have no kneededee that Gee sl bie ever beea deszannied or
e 4w i erash zone for the nearby wirfeld. [ndesy the €Hd Samm Flving
Club have made o sich claim and bave advised in their canaltation that
e proposed development Jdogs oo infringe the physizal eriteris
pegquiter] by the CAAL " Additionally the abiindance of mafuic treos
araumd the site would deter such a uso,

| can confirm that the vehicular access leading from the application site
oy the mon rogd. 5 within the applicant’s ownership T encloge fonr
copies of my revised =i pian |0530-03B which indicates this access in
redd amd shenws in blue shadiog the remaining aress within thei
ownorship. These details have been taken direcdy from the decd plan
supplicd by our ¢hients, Our clients alss have legal mights to access and
comnect Lo the varous servives. | can therefore contirm thot there is no
pesgiiTeEmenl 1O serve nolice an any ther parlies.

| ove discussed the s of gardes sreas s commumal land withon e
gppleation e, The lupd slbon e ownenship, of Umik 1 would be
clearly delioed by e screen bedpe indicated on tee site plan, Car clieol
proposes that the gorden areas of Units 2 and 3 would be defined by a 311
post sl wire lence posilivogd stane o [ooan the rear of each unil
pxtending o the drive in each dircction, Mainmcnance of the remaining
cemmuesd biod wall be the seyponsibilite of the three proposted unils. N




respomability will sxiend 1o (he occupants of Throgmortos Hill end they
willl hive no ascess 1o this lamd

I'note the comments made in regard o sovess and use of facilities 1n the
adinining Thregmorton Hall, To aveid canfiimion our clients will

withdraw the use of these faeilinies 0o future cocupants of the proposed
dwellings

| trusr the above will unswer any coneerns eapressed by the comiiitee if
horwever you sequee any Further snformation please do nol hesitage 1
eontact fy,
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11"™ February 2005

Drear Sirs,
Re: Curreat Application Adjacent Throgmorton Hall for 3 Dhwellings - Airerafl Safety Issues

The previous correspondence from the Airfichd uddrcsses all the points that we wish to muke
regurling the above application.

"Tov SUITITLATISe

»  The development will not mfringe the physical criteria needed wo maintwn the Aerodrome
Licence. However the tenns of the Aerodrome Ticence do requirs the Acredrome Mansger
1y encure the safe operation of aircrall on the grouml and in the air, The propese]
development would be very close to the pake-uff awd approach paths of aiterafl nsing e
sirfield. Clearly there is a reduced safety margin for both aremit wwl perseny o Sructues
an the ground.

= 'The proposad development i it proximity w the airfield wonld be mbject to aircraft nqize
narticularly on take-off.

« [ the development is approved by the Committes the Airfeld would welcome a height
restriction on the tress which could easily infringe the Licensing crileria in just a fesy s
time. A height limit of 208 would bath sercen the development ad protect the take-o (T and
approsch paths.

[ approved we request that this 13 a eondition of the consent,

Y owrs futhlully,

|

Iibhes

ke

| amsley Maynard

infedadsarumiyingohib.co.uk WA ﬂ'ldﬁammﬂyi“gﬁluh LCO.uk




Apparmix S

7. Throgmarton Huil,

Portway,
Old Sarum,
Salishury, @
Wiltshire, SP4 650 S5k
Tel/Fax B1722 340 657 &5‘
e-mail <hill. Richardson@virzin nei> prY: ca-

19/2/2405 a1
Stephen Tharne, .. CRLN
Head of Developmem Services, - A2Fiv - - i
Satisbury Distriet Council, o =1
61 Wyndham Road, .
Salisbury, S IAH. ¥r Réf STSA-1 TO22005
Dear Mr Thorne,

Town & Country Planning act 1990
Proposal: Full spplication —Development of three Residential units i grovnds

ofi Location: Throgmortonm Hall, Portway, Old Sarum, Salisbury (Parish of
Lave)

Thank you for yout letter of the 17/2/2008.. 1 am discouraged that the above planning
application still appears io be for 3 residential units/gamges when 1 was led to believe
by the Develaper and his Agent that the only development thut would be applied for
would be for single storey dwellings. (Some Owners sllegedly have this i writing
from the developers/Agents)

However, my main comment a1 this stage of the proposed development, remains
related o the intended nocess and additionally to the wisdom of agroving 10 any new
development in this area It implies (that any new development should be necessed
through Throgmorton Liall as opposed 10 the practical sctess, namely Greon
Lane. i g It afely prohiem:

ik ®
1L 14

ECLY POENCTIA.

Throgmonun Hall is a self contained development with i kigh degree of security and
safety. Allowing increased trulTic fo enter by way of Throgmorton Hall will have the

I, Create a very real possibility of traffic danger within the grounds of Throgmorton
Hall, not least because there are young children and elderly people resident.

Z. Throgmorton Hall would no longer be sslf contained and many residents wookd
Face danger paaning access to their garages and recrentional arcas. 1o say nothing
Of the children's playground and the tenmis courts. (All whally private o existing
Throgmorton Hall residents) Not us inferred by the application open to any
new Buildings vccupanis.



-

&

There are electronic gates at the woosss I0 Throgmorton Hall at the Main
ruad i The Poctway. Traffic already travels atl excessive speeds alung the
Porray, To allow an increase in the number of vehicles gaining access to
[ hroprmorton Hall, as u resull of the comstruction l:!l'l"-'!ltiEl-E'l?J-. a5 well ay the
avenmual occupation of any new development, will }'es.'ult |._n1:he very real
possibility of severnl vehicles wartmg firr and backing up into the Portway,
walting for the electronic gates o opan. The possibility of additional traffic
arising from the possible future building emasaged to the North of the Portway
should also be taken nto account

This access danger was a contributory factor jo the Council refusing earlicr
planning perniissions to this applicant. — - i

Additionally the suggestinns made by the sjiplicaitf to-pay fof and adopt
safety measures i¢ warning notices va the Pﬂ_l‘_t‘l'f?]’ are of course 1'Iﬂllnll5.‘

insdequate. Vhy e o

4. Throgmorton Hull being self comtamed, provides mi&ﬂﬁﬂe'ﬁeuuﬁﬁ

L

10 it residents |Perhaps one of the most compelling reasons for
their choice of this domicile) This security would be senousty degraded.

Iraffic acocssing any tew development through the grounds of Throgmorton
Hall will cause considerable noise and other poliution to the detnment of the
residents of Throgmorton Hall during construction and therzafier.

. May | sugmeedt that Green Lane would be a far more practical accesy b any

new development being & two lane highway. For some considerable time this

has been an esmblished, substantially wide entrance mto the area of the proposed
development, dating back 1o the davs when the area was Minisury

of Drefence property, This access can also be available should there be a

neexd for emergency vehicles wo gan sccess W the area,

Lastly, there remains a very real danger, should there be a tragic accadent
by aircraft taking off or landieg over this proposed development, that the
Couneil 493 3 whole and ag individuals would be held legaily responsible
shonld they be seen to have approved development in this area, Heaven
forbid that there shoukd ever be such an incideat.

One must also enquire, in view of the must recent accidents involving light
aircraft ie: one originating from Old Sarom and ooe at Honrnemonth
_ airport {There were fatalities in the latter) What action has been taken by

v the Coasedl to undertake a Froper Rk Axsessment 7 This latter

assesament wonld seem exsentizl before considering this application.

The noise from over fiying of the envisaged area daring busy flying days
and summer weekends is considerable bearing in mind thai the sammer
weather tends to favour taking ofT in # North Easterly direction ie 060
Noize js therefore a factor of concern tu those Hiving in Throgmorton HI
or to those whose houses might be baill immediately nrder the take off and




landing patterns. {1t can be in excess of S0 talic offs and landings per day)
Thi, Health and safery thus becomes a very important factor in assessing
I'be suitability of this application. What action has been takes 1o

undertake a further aoise aysesyment om the busy summers days when anti-
ey ilinir conditions apply

It is worth repeating that the facilities ie tennis courts, childrens
playygrouml etc, are solely for the use of the existing Ownerw/residents
of Throgmorton Hail slone.

I submmat Sir, that this application should once agnin be demed,

| havwe the booour to be Sir,

Yours Faithfully,

WL H.Richardsan.
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Fardon J Sapstead
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) - 1 Febrary 2005
Head of Development Servicey
Salisbury District Council Eor auention Mr Richard Mughes - Caze Officer
Planning Office - e ; .
&1 Wyndham Road e A s !

Ralishury 5P1 3AIT

-

Dear Sir =i rea ﬂu S
Proposal.  Full Application Development of theee residential Units on srte adjacent to
Throgmaorton Flall.

Location:  Site agiacent w Theogmorten Hall, Portway, Old Sarum, Salisbury

I have recarved a notification that the abowve applcation will be considered by the Southern Area
Planmng Commilles ol 24 February and nviting further reprosentations on the matter if

approprinte.

Since making my detailed commmenis in my letter of 13 December 2004 T have been in toonch
with the Depury Prime Mintster's office (Planming) to escertain what degree of risk can be
comfortably assumed by Planoer's (o avord beinging the svarem o & grinding halt). T sxplained
the notse and safity risks sumounding the Application under reference and was told these were
such that could not be dismissed lightly. Further that if the Application were to be approved in
the ahsence of careful exammmation of the risks the only action that could be taken would be o
apply for a Judicial Review and ket the Court decide the merits of the case,

The purpose of this letter therefore is to urge upon you the nocesstty for vou to commission an
up tn date Noise Survey, properly conducted by Enwirgnment in comjunction with (dd Sarum
Aerodrome {who prowide full details of sicerait movemenis aver an extended penod including
that nr thl: n:\-'u:w) the survey mndu::t:d in l'i"?? b:mg pnt:ml'r out ufrlﬂt: &.la_m_i!ﬂﬂnﬂ_n

rezidents of the proposed development.

b)

pilot / passcngers of any crashed aircraft inhibiting therr tiely neseue becaunse the existing
“Cmish Gutes” piving access to the arca had been permanently blocked.

¢)

members of the Emerpency services if their easy access to the areg were 10 be closed off, Witha
crash thers is abwiys risk of conflagration and the Iater the Emergency Sarvices arrive o the
seene the worse that conflagration could be, thereby posing an unnecessary risk o personnel and
this would be of concern to the [Tealth and Safety FExecutive 1n Fondon.

Yours sincercly

gpoe s

Crordhn J Saputead




responsthility will sxoend 1o the ocenpanta. of Throgmarton Hall and they
will have no avcesy (o ths fand.

| otz the comments made n regard 0 socess and use of feeditios o the
afjoining Throgmerten Hall To gveld codfusion our clieals will
withdraw the wse of these Guwilitics o futere oczupants of the proposed
dweltings.

| trust tha above will answer amy concems cxpressed by the comminee o
however vou require any further information pleass do sot beshate 1o
COMESAET k.



